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Reply Comments of AT& T Wireless Services, Inc. on Interim Licensing Procedures

AT&T Wireless Services, Inc., (“AT&T”), by its attorney, hereby files its reply
comments in the above-captioned proceeding.' In support of its comments AT&T states
as follows:

The most striking aspect of the numerous sets of comments filed with respect to
the Commission’s interim licensing procedures is the unanimous consensus that the
Commission’s interim licensing procedures are at best ill-conceived and at worst contrary
to law. AT&T agrees that the freeze is contrary to the public interest. It works a
tremendous hardship on existing providers of paging services with no countervailing
public interest benefit.

AT&T also agrees with the numerous parties filingg comments that the
Commission’s interim proposals do not to allow “...incumbent licensees to continue

operating their businesses and meeting public demand for paging services during this
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rulemaking.”* Permitting incumbent paging licensees to file applications to modify
facilities only insofar as the composite interference contour does not change, is tantamount
to a total, unequivocal freeze on the filing of any application which will enable an
incumbent to serve the legitimate needs of its subscribers.

The draconian measures adopted by the Commission are further exacerbated by
language in the NPRM which on its face would appear to require 931 MHz licensees to
compute contours for existing facilities on the basis of the proposed 21 dBuV/m contour.
In this regard, AT&T agrees with the many parties who (1) note that computation of
contours on this basis radically reduces the RSAC and IC of existing facilities when
compared to the rules presently in effect and (2) suggest that unilateral imposition of such
a method of contour computation is an impermissible substantive change in the rules
which can not be legally supported in the absence of compliance with notice and comment
thereon.

AT&T also agrees with the numerous parties who request the Commission to
immediately clarify the language of the NPRM with regard to the method by which
contours are computed. Specifically, AT&T asserts that at a minimum the Commission
should make it clear that all licensees should be able to rely on contours established by the
rules in effect immediately prior to the imposition of the freeze for purposes of covering
authorizations issued prior to the imposition of the interim processing freeze and for

purposes of making permissive changes to existing facilitics which do not increase the
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composite interference contour of stations operating or authorized as of February 8,
1996.°

Ideally, to enable paging licensees to continue to cperate their businesses and meet
legitimate expansion needs AT&T fully agrees with the comments submitted by PageNet
and others, that incumbent licensees should be able to expand their existing systems by
being permitted to file applications for co-channel facilities which are located within 40
miles of an already authorized site. In order to meet the demands of its customers, AT&T
planned numerous expansion facilities a long time ago anc has expended substantial
financial and human resources in furtherance of its expansion plan. In view of the fact that
it is unlikely any other entity could be authorized to operate a co-channel facility located
within 40 miles of an already authorized site, the public interest would be served by
allowing such applications to be filed.

Respectfully submitred,

AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.

Bl ety

David C. Jatlow
Its Attorney

Young & Jatlow

Suite 600

2300 N Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
(202) 663-9080

March 11,1996

* AT&T also asserts that applications to serve “new” service area be allowed to the extent the composite
interference contours do not increase.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Lisa M. Volpe, hereby certify that on this 11" day of March 1996, copies of the
foregoing Reply Comments were sent by postage-paid first class mail to the following:

Mr. John L. Crump
ACE Communications
11403 Waples Mill road
PO Box 3070

Oakton, VA 22124

George Y. Wheeler, Esqg.
Koteen & Naftalin
1150 Connecticut Avenue, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for American Paging, Inc.

John A. Prendergast, Esq.

Blooston, Mordkofsy, Jackson & Dickens

2120 L Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037
Counsel for Private Carrier Paging
Licensees

Timothy E. Welch, Esq.
Hill & Welch
Suite 113
1330 New Hampshire Avenue, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Baldwin Telecom, Inc.
and Amery Telephone Company, Inc.,
Supercom, Inc.

Terry J. Romine, Esq.
Lukas, McGowan, Nace & Gutierrez
1111 Nineteenth Street, N'W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Preferred Networks, Inc.

Carl W. Northrop, Esq.
Bryan Cave LLP

700 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20006

George L. Lyon, Jr., Esq.
Lukas, McGowan, Nace & Gutierrez
1111 M Srreet, N'W.
12th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Pioneer Telephone
Cooperative

A. Thomas Carroccio, Esq.
Bell, Boyd & Lloyd
1615 L Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C.
Counsel for A+ Network, Inc.

Frederick M. Joyce, Esq.

Joyce & Jacobs

1019 19th Street, N.W.

14th Floor

Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for A+ Network, Inc.

David Hill, Esq.

O’Connor & Hannan

1919 Penusylvania Avenue, N.W.

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20006-3483
Counsel for Paging Partners

Corporation, Source One Wireless, Inc.



Timothy E. Welch, Esq.
Hill & Welch
Suite 113
1330 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Porter Communications,
Paging Associates, Inc., Wilkinson County
Telephone Company, Chequamegon Telephone
Cooperative, Frederick W. Hiort, Benkelman

Telephone Cooperative, ATS Mobile Telephone,

Mashell Connect, Inc., Communications Sales
and Service, Inc., Baker’s Electronics and
Communications, Inc., HEI Communications,
Inc., Mobilfone Service, Inc., Metamora
Telephone

Judith St. Ledger-Roty, Esq.

Reed Smith Shaw & McClary

1301 K Street, N.W.

Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005
Counsel for PageNet

Lucille M. Mates, Esq.
Pacific Bell

140 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Jill Abeshouse Stern, Esq.
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
2300 N Street, N.'W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
Counsel for Coalition for a Competitive
Paging Industry

Michael J. Shortley, 111, Esq.
Frontier Corporation

180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Raymond C. Trott, P.E.

Trott Communications Group, Inc.
1425 Greenway Drive

Irving, TX 75038

Dennis C. Brown, Esq.
Brown and Schwaninger
Suite 650

1835 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Joyce & Jacobs
1019 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Metrocall, Inc., Merryville
Investments, Pager One, Brandon
Communications, Nationwide Paging, Inc. and
(800) Page-USA, Inc.

Blooston, Mordkofsky, Jackson &
Dickens
2120 L Street, N.'W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
Counsel for Emery Telephone, Teletouch
Licenses, [nc., The Paging Coalition

Amelia L. Brown, Esq.
Haley Bader & Potts
4350 North Fairfax Drive
Arlington. VA 22203
Counsel for Western Radio Services
Co., Personal Communications, Inc., RCC of
Pennsylvania, Inc., Modern Communications
Corporation

Veronica M. Ahern, Esq.
Nixon, Hargrave, Devans & Doyle
One Thomas Circle
Washington, D.C. 20005
Counsel for Consolidated Communications
Mobile Services, Inc.



William J. Franklin, Esq.
1300 G Street, N.'W.
Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20005

Counsel for Rule Radiophone Service, Inc.,
Robert R. Rule, North State Communications,
Inc.

Thomas Gutierrez, Esq.
Lukas, McGowan, Nace & Gutierrez
111 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Mobile Telecommunications
Technologies Corporation, Pronet, Inc.

John D. Pellegrin, Esq.
1140 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Richard S. Becker, Esq.

1915 Eye Street, N.-W.

Washington, D.C. 20006
Counsel for TSR Paging, Inc.

Jeanne M. Walsh, Esq.
Kurtis & Associates
2000 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Metamora Telephone Company,

Inc.

Dennis L. Myers, Esq.

Ameritech Mobile Services, Inc.
2000 West Ameritech Center Drive
Hoffman Estates, IL 60195-5000

Mr. Steven S. Seltzer

The Personal Communications
Companies

PO Box One

Altoona, PA 16603-0001

Alan S. Tilles, Esq.
Meyer, Faller, Weisman & Rosenberg
4400 Jennifer Street, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20015
Counsel for Glenayre Technologies, Inc.

Jack Richards, Esq.
Keller and Heckman
1001 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001
Counsel for MobileMedia Communications,
Inc.

William L. Fishman, Esq.
Sullivan & Worcester
1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Diamond Page Partnerships
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